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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant has cancelled claims 1, 3, 9 and 20. Pending claims 2, 4-8, and 10-19 
are examined below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "said separate logically" in lines 3-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 6, 11, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The term and/or is indefinite. Correction is 
required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 2, 4-8 and 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being U.S. 
Patent No. 5,709,099 to Blades et al. 

Regarding claim 4, Blades discloses a spatial structure, inherent with walls and a 
ceiling, arranged for leisure (abstract) comprised of several separate spaces having 
different uses and different regulated climates (column 3: lines 48-57), one of the 
climates being a Nordic type climate (frozen water in Abstract). 

Regarding claims 2, 5 and 13, Blades discloses separate spaces for different 
functions (column 3, lines 48-57) all enclosed in the same ice rink facility with 
temperatures which differ from each other. 

Regarding claim 6, Blades discloses natural type areas (column 4, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 7, Blades discloses a winter or summer temperature within the 
facility (Abstract- swimming or skating conditions are interchangeable). 

Regarding claim 8, Blades discloses a space with water which includes an ice 
cover (column 9, lines 20-45). 

Regarding claim 10, Blades discloses a method of presenting different climates 
from different geographies (Abstract- see ice skating and swimming features of facility). 
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The air being regulated to freeze water or to provide a comfortable atmosphere for 
swimming, all enclosed in a conventional building (column 10, line 52). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Blades discloses the temperatures as changing in order to 
accommodate swimming, ice skating or other recreational activities. 

Regarding claim 12, Blades discloses a pool structure having a refrigerating 
(column 9, lines 20-30) system. 

Regarding claim 14, Blades discloses a transparent wall (fig. 1: 25) for 
observation. 

Regarding claim 15, Blades discloses a heating and refrigeration system as 
disclosed in the claims above and found in column 9. Refrigeration systems and heat 
systems inherently generate excess heat, as do typical electrical and gas temperature 
control systems. 

Regarding claim 16, Blades discloses more than one main section with at least 
one section including a refrigerated area (fig. 8: see ice rink area and adjacent building 
pace 111). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,709,099 to Blades et al. in view of Russian Patent RU 
2,116,097 to Petrovich et al. 

Regarding claim 17, Petrovich discloses an enclosed area for sports which 
includes at least four areas having plants (Drawing 1). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Blades 
by adding plants in various areas, as disclosed by Petrovich, in order to increase the 
aesthetics of the structure, as plants are commonly found inside buildings and 
frequently used to enhance the aesthetics of the interior. 

Regarding claim 18, Blades discloses a pool. 
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Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,709,099 to Blades et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,488,590 to 
Katayama. 

Regarding claim 19, Blades discloses a facility for used for multi purpose 
recreation such as skating. However, Blades does not disclose a ski slope as one of 
the recreations. Katayama discloses an indoor ski slope (Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Blades by inserting the ski slope of Katayama in order to simulate an outdoor 
skiing climate in areas without snow. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/3/05 have been fully considered but are moot under 
new grounds of rejections. Regarding the examiner's "suggestions", these were mailed 
in error by examiner Steve Varner to the applicant. Applicant has also addressed 
concerns regarding the IDS submitted. The IDS has been signed by examiner Varner 
on 3/12/04 and is being included with this action. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The cited patents listed on the included form PTO-892 further show the state of 
the art with respect to enclosed recreational facilities in general. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Basil Katcheves whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-6846. The examiner can normally.be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30 
am to 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman, can be reached at (571) 272-6842. 
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Basil Katcheves 



10/4/05 



Primary Examiner AU 3635 



